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  James ID 

Response to Comments from 
James Irrigation District 

 
Reclamation acknowledges the concerns expressed in the comment and is working to 
ensure that water quality standards are met. The MPG has committed to monitoring 
irrigation water quality in the Pool.  The monitoring conducted by the MPG between 
1999 and 2003 has shown that water quality standards at the Mendota Wildlife Area 
(south of the MPG well field) have been met during periods when the MPG was 
pumping.   
 
Changes in water quality between the MWA and the JID booster plant were not evaluated 
for the EIS.  JID is located near the southern end of the Pool, and there are other sources 
of inflow to the Pool between the MPG wells and the JID intakes.  The Mendota Wildlife 
Area diverts water from the Pool in the fall and drains its waterfowl ponds back into the 
Pool in the spring.  Tranquillity Irrigation District takes water from the Pool and 
discharges water to the Pool at its canals.  Further information is required before it can be 
shown that the stated impacts to seedlings occurred as the result of MPG pumping.   
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  Friant Water Users Authority 

Response to Comments from 
Friant Water Users Authority 

 
Paragraph 1  

Response:  Comment noted.  No response necessary. 
 
Paragraph 2 

Response:  The proposed action will reduce, not increase, inflow to the 
Mendota Pool from the DMC.  Under the proposed action, the MPG 
would pump water into the Pool and an equivalent amount (up to 25,000 
acre-feet per year) would be redirected from the DMC into the San Luis 
Canal for delivery to MPG lands elsewhere in the CVP service area.  The 
amount of DMC inflow to the Pool would be reduced by this amount. 
 
Neither deep zone pumping in FWD nor shallow zone pumping along the 
Fresno Slough is anticipated to alter the rate of seepage from the San 
Joaquin River arm of the Pool, as discussed in Section 3.4.2.3 and Section 
4.1.1.2.  Water level data from shallow NLF monitoring wells indicate that 
this pumping in FWD has only a minimal effect on the shallow portion of 
the upper aquifer system near the San Joaquin River due to the presence of 
confining layers such as the A-clay. 
 
The Settlement Agreement is the result of litigation between the San 
Joaquin River Exchange Contractors (SJREC) and Newhall Land and 
Farming (NLF), and the MPG.  As part of that agreement, the MPG agreed 
to compensate SJREC and NLF for increased pumping costs that were 
directly attributable to MPG transfer pumping.  These parties have 
developed an approach to determining fair compensation, based on 
exchange of data on pumpage and groundwater levels.  As stated in 
Section 4.1.1.1, compensation will be paid to well owners who are not 
parties to the Settlement Agreement at their request, and would be 
calculated similarly.  Parties who wish to be included in the compensation 
program need to provide monthly pumpage data to the MPG by January 
31 of the following year. 
 
In recent years, flows in the San Joaquin River below Friant Dam have 
been limited.  The San Joaquin River between Friant Dam and Mendota 
Pool is a losing reach.  During most years, flows in the San Joaquin River 
below Friant Dam do not reach the Mendota Pool.  As discussed above, 
deep zone pumping in FWD by the MPG does not appreciably affect 
seepage from the San Joaquin arm of the Pool.  MPG pumping would not 
be expected to have any effect on seepage above Gravelly Ford because 
this area is much further away from the MPG wells. 

 

  F- 153



  Friant Water Users Authority 

Paragraph 3 
Response:  Although the amount of DMC inflow would be less due to the 
proposed action, the amount of water in the Pool and seepage from the 
Pool would not change.  MPG transfer pumping is not expected to cause 
either increases or decreases in Pool seepage. 
 
The 2002 raw compaction data from the Yearout Ranch extensometer 
were not provided to the MPG until July 2003, shortly before the draft EIS 
was released for public comment.  The 2002 compaction data have been 
analyzed for the 2002 Annual Report and indicate that compaction 
attributable to MPG pumping between 2000 and 2002 meets the 
subsidence criterion specified in the Settlement Agreement (i.e., an 
average of 0.005 foot per year).  For more information, see response to 
General Comment 2 from Madera County (page F-121). 
 
The draft EIS used all data that were available at the time the draft EIS 
was prepared. Reclamation believes that the data that were available at the 
time the draft EIS was prepared support the analyses and interpretation 
presented in the document. 

 
Paragraph 4 

Response:  As discussed in response to Paragraph 2, above, MPG transfer 
pumping has a negligible effect on seepage from the Mendota Pool or the 
San Joaquin River upstream of the Pool.  Therefore, the proposed action 
would have no effect on the establishment or maintenance of riparian 
habitat above the Pool. 
 

Paragraph 5 
Response:  Comment noted.  No response necessary. 
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  Sacramento MUD 

Response to Comments from 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) 

 
Paragraph 1  

Response:  Comment noted.  No response required. 
 
Paragraph 2 

Response:  Comment noted.  No response required. 
 
Paragraph 3 

Response:  As discussed in Section 4.8, there will be no effect on CVP 
operations as a result of the proposed action. The proponents are 
responsible for all costs of power.  Neither “project” power nor 
“preference” power is used to pump the water. Power is provided by 
existing utilities at standard commercial rates. The cost of power is 
recouped in fees paid by the MPG to the San Luis and Delta-Mendota 
Water Authority, who administers the exchange on behalf of Westlands 
Water District. 

 
Paragraph 4 

Response:  As discussed above, the MPG will be charged for the cost of 
delivering the exchanged water through the fees levied by the San Luis 
and Delta-Mendota Water Authority. 

 
Paragraph 5 

Response:  Comment noted.  No response required. 
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  MWD of Southern California 

 
Response to Comments from 

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD) 
 
Paragraph 1  

Response:  Comment noted.  No response required. 
 
Paragraph 2 

Response:  The text on page 2-2 (Section 2.1.1) has been clarified.  The 
primary factor determining the water year classification will be 
Reclamation’s April 15 estimate of agricultural water allocations for that 
year.  Reclamation’s estimate is based on the hydrologic conditions of the 
water year to that point and the amount of water in storage and available 
for distribution to its contractors.  The constraints of the Settlement 
Agreement will be superimposed upon these determinations.  In addition, 
the MPG may choose to limit pumpage for exchange if groundwater 
conditions so indicate. 

 
Paragraph 3 

Response:  Reclamation would be responsible for ensuring that the 
proposed action is operated within the specified design constraints through 
its exchange contracts with the Pool Group members.  The MPG has 
engaged the services of an agent to oversee the pumping program and the 
technical consultants to the MPG.  In addition, preparation of annual 
monitoring reports is required under the terms of the Settlement 
Agreement.  Submittal of the monitoring data and annual reports to 
Reclamation will be required under the terms of the exchange contracts.  
The annual reports are prepared by the consultants to the MPG in 
conjunction with consultants to SJREC and NLF.  These entities have a 
vested interest in ensuring that the proposed action is operated within the 
design constraints. 

 
Paragraph 4 

Response:  Comment noted.  No response required. 
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